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Introduction
In reaction to recent movements and demonstrations protesting the deaths of George
Floyd, Breonna Taylor, Walter Wallace Jr. and countless other African American men and
women who have fallen to hands of law enforcement and into the spotlight of media attention,
there have been growing outcries that police misconduct and law enforcement as an entity should
be considered at the top of the United States’ litany of social problems. Throughout the past year,
confidence in the men and women in blue has decreased (Ortiz, 2020). Civilians of all races,
genders, and creeds rose to the streets to emphasize their disapproval, and some even calling for
the abolition of police departments altogether.
Upon reflecting on the protests and calls by many to reconsider the role of the police,
activist, and journalist Mariame Kaba makes her claims in a 2020 op-ed in the New York Times
that the time for reformation of our law enforcement and corrections system has come and gone.
Abolishing the police would be the most suitable form of action to slowly heal the wounds of the
countless people who have been subjugated to our nation’s law enforcement agencies. Analyzing
the comments to Kaba’s article on the police abolition movement throughout this research will
provide clarity for people’s justifications for their views and will help answer the overarching
question of whether the people support abolition since unrest sparked last June after the death of
George Floyd.
Literature Review
Those who want to abolish the police view the development of law enforcement as a
result of our racialized past, citing the beginnings of police work as a means for people, in
particular white people, to maintain the status quo of societal order. Throughout the 18th and 19th
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centuries, white slave owners in the south were deputized with the passage of the Fugitive Slave
Act of 1850 which proved to be a decisive turning point in the Abolitionist movement
(McDowell & Fernandez, 2018, p.387). The Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 granted the authority of
white individuals to become slave patrollers and assist in the criminalization of those who helped
slaves on the run to the North.
Abolitionists of the time could not bear the thought of complying to this radical law.
Resisting the law and fighting towards racial and social justice became the cornerstone of their
movement. Abolitionists such as Harriet Tubman and Frederick Douglass, recognized that
through these means of oppression of slaves it was directly correlated to other wrongs of the
Western world, that anti-slavery was just one aspect in criticizing the democratic pretentions of
the West and reveal the corrupt side of our societies (McDowell & Fernandez, 2018, p. 376).
Fast forward to more recent times, the abolish the police movement finds itself in a semisimilar situation. Policing in America has come to a crossroads where they believe that reforms
of police have consistently proven futile in solving the deep-seeded underlying issues of our
democratic republic and the connection between white supremacy and the first law enforcement
agencies. Mariame Kaba in her article mentions a few commissions that convened to address
police misconduct in attempt to reform police activity. One of the commissions, the (Lexow
Committee) of 1894 was the 1st major investigation of policing in the U.S. that examined the
polices excessive use of “clubbing” individuals who were about to be arrested or already
arrested. Another Commission she cites is the Wickersham Commission to discuss the issues of
Prohibition enforcement exposing the horrible interrogation techniques used by police
departments. Despite all the evidence that was presented to the board, the blame was put upon
lack of professionalism in policing.
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Those in support of abolishing the police have seen how the violence and
disproportionate treatment of people has been brushed under the rug time and time again by the
overwhelming power of the police unions and people in office merely resorting to more reform
and sanctions of law enforcement rather than abolishment of these institutions. Issuing more
training for officers and mandating body cameras, those in favor of abolishing the police say, has
still perpetuated the uneven numbers of African American men and women dying at the hands of
police with a Harvard study indicating that Blacks were 3.23 times more likely to be killed than
whites (Jahn & Schwartz, 2020).
To better understand the abolish the police movement, McDowell and Fernandez (2018)
emphasize four inter-connected pillars of radical abolishment of police that distinguish itself in
some respects from more liberal means of abolishment. The first pillar places its sights on the
police and Criminal Justice system as a punitive institution. Liberal abolishment focuses more
attention on the minimum amount of criminal law and punishment necessary to address the
social problems we are facing with “The over-arching strategy to eliminate the institution of
policing through disarmament and disempowerment as two inter-related tactics used to achieve
this goal” (McDowell & Fernandez, 2018, p.379). More radical forms of abolishment focus on
destroying the institution and not give any single entity the absolute authority of protecting our
liberties and rights. A second pillar is dismantling the racial capitalist order that the collective
piece “For A World Without Police” outlines the core functions of police under racial capitalism
“protect the property of the capitalist class, maintain stable conditions for capitalist
accumulation, and defend against any threats to these unequal conditions of rule” (For a World
Without Police 2016). This part of abolition also calls out the ignorance of people of structural
racism between white communities and communities of color. Jonathan Jackson and his co-
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authors (2020) in “Racist policing is making Black and White Americans question police
authority” states, “to be recognized as legitimate, policing policy and practices needs to attend to
the systemic racism driving the inequitable policing of Black and white communities” (Jackson
et. al p. 2). A 3rd pillar is through forming uncompromising conditions that battle liberal attempts
of incorporation, co-optation, and reconciliation. As mentioned before, this growing movement
is appalled by the attempts to reform and res-structuring the same modes of policing. McDowell
and Fernandez (2018) quote the Chicago area activists and Black Youth project managers who
abruptly ended all discussion of reform at an IACP meeting when they exclaimed, “We are tired
of meetings and conferences where you talk about different ways to kill us, we will kick you out
of power and destroy every system that keeps us oppressed” (McDowell & Fernandez, 2018,
p.384). The final pillar is the creation of democratic spaces that directly challenge police
legitimacy where the people decide what rules and regulations for which they wish to follow.
The Abolishment of Police has had a complex history throughout different time periods and
those who wish to abolish law enforcement occasionally branch off into the extent for which
emancipation from police agencies seems fit. In the wake of national uprisings, the Defund the
Police Movement has emerged as another focal point gaining national attention as both an
extension or alternative to the abolishment movement.
The Defund the Police movement has gained traction in more recent months/years. The
message of “Defund the Police” painted onto 16th street back in June of 2020 in what was
christened by the Mayor of Washington D.C. as Black Lives Matter Plaza still holds value for so
many individuals who are looking for answers to solve this crucial social issue.
The goal of this movement is to drastically reduce the purchase power of police agencies
to hire more officers in their precinct and ability to spend money on para-military
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equipment/vehicles that members of the movement say make policing in our nation look more
quasi-military rather than agencies designed to protect and serve their constituents. Although
some people in the Defund the Police movement believe that defunding will eventually lead to
the termination of police departments with 40% of people surveyed in Jonathan Jackson’s
research survey cited previously, another 40% “thought it [defunding the police] meant shifting
some police funding to other agencies to prioritize things such like housing, employment,
community health, and education” (Jackson et. al. p.3). There seems to be consensus within the
movement that the reallocation of funds that would have been given to law enforcement should
be diverted to other places especially in marginalized and underserved communities for public
health care, drug/alcohol treatment centers, schools, and mental health facilities to name a few.
Some have also called for the funds that would be spent on new vehicles, officers, etc. to be used
to adopt more community policing measures that ensure better, longer lasting relations between
citizens and officers. Through defunding and demilitarization of law enforcement, the Defund
the Police movement believes that this along with reform within the institution of police work
can start to right the wrongs of the past so our nation will not have to endure the painstaking
tragedy of another life lost. Since the passing of George Floyd, multiple cities have taken
defunding measures in response to growing calls by Black Lives Matter and other comparable
groups who have made it abundantly clear that they will not stop until something is done. Two
months after the death of Floyd, the City council of Minneapolis motioned to cut $1.1 million out
of their police department’s budget. Subsequently, Mayor Bill DeBlasio of NYC slashed $1
billion from the NYPD’s budget and similarly in Los Angeles, where $150 million was planned
to be cut out the department’s budget. As per the Los Angeles Times and CBS journalist Julian
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Baron, “The budget cut will force LAPD to downsize all units focused upon homicide, robberies,
gangs, and narcotics” (Baron, 2020).
With other notable cities following suit, there are those who are skeptical that this
approach will work and if those who need the money from these budget cuts will end up
receiving the funds. Despite the skepticism of defunding the police, an aspect to elaborate more
clearly on of the defund the police movement is how some have called for the reorganization of
mechanisms of policing to address the systemic racism they find apparent in U.S. policing and
restrict what police can and cannot do. Although not all from the movement agree with reform as
part of their agenda with only 20% believing Defund the Police means to “fundamentally
reform” policing in America (Jackson 2020, p.3).
Former President Barack Obama during his presidency tried to, in good faith, tackle this
monumental task of addressing excessive force in policing and the visible/invisible forms of
racism of law enforcement when he cited the work of the Police Use of Force project and the
task force on 21st century policing he created during his presidency through executive action to
urge police departments to adopt these policies that are deemed important for our nation’s 18,000
police agencies to recognize and implement. To name a few specific policies, the 1st one is to
require officers to de-escalate hostile situations through maintaining distance and avoiding the
need to use lethal force. A 2015 survey by the Police Executive Research Forum mentioned by
Michael Vermeer, Dulani Woods, and Brian Jackson found that “agencies train recruits for a
median 58 hours on firearms and another 49 hours on defense tactics, but only 8 hours each on
such topics as de-escalation and crisis intervention (PERF, 2015). Another policy would prohibit
officers from using maneuvers that would cut off oxygen flow and blood circulation such as
what Officer Derek Chauvin administered to George Floyd by putting his knee on his neck. A 3rd
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key policy would disallow police officers from shooting at moving vehicles which is found to be
particularly dangerous and not effective. A final key policy to mention is to require officers to
report every time they use/threaten deadly force as for example when they pull out a gun on a
perpetrator.
While these policies have been praised by many, others in the Defund movement as well
as proponents of law enforcement say that issuing more training will have significant financial
costs on taxpayers, that we are “refunding our police” rather than “defunding” which is
ultimately the goal of the situation. Vermeer, Woods, and Jackson argue, “In some cases,
communities might want to consider whether removing incompatible responsibilities from police
could be more effective than trying to better train officers for those roles” (Vermeer et. al. 2020,
p.5). The trio makes the case that when law enforcement is asked to respond to a list of
responsibilities/duties that drift far from policing, problems emerge because of it. As part of the
defund movement, there has been the call from the public to reimagine the police and
reallocate funds away from the police to other agencies. The majority of a police officer’s
workload does not involve crime control functions, with estimates suggesting most police
work is dedicated to aspects such as public safety and welfare which include categories such
as responding to alarms, assisting the public, criminal justice, or social service agencies , and
monitoring a suspicious person or activity (Wuschke et. al. 2018, p.10). The Defund the Police
movement would like to “productively take law enforcement and the criminal justice system
more broadly off the front line for responding to these concerns” (Vermeer et. al. 2020, p.6).
Nevertheless, the Defund the Police movement has appeared in the forefront of attention for their
approach of reducing, reallocating, and reimagining how much money society spends on our law
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enforcement, veering away from complete abolition however not entirely dismissing the call for
structural reform by going after police agencies pocketbooks.
Methods
To determine readers’ opinions on the police abolishment movement, a portion of the
published comments posted to Kaba’s op-ed June of 2020 article were reviewed. While not
a representative sample, others have used Internet postings as data sources (Bezreh,
Laws, Taubin, Rifkin, & Wilson, 2011; Bylund, 2005). Additionally, from a guide to analyzing
Internet forums completed by Holtz & colleagues (2012), there are both benefits and
limitations of using Internet forums (that are comparable to the NYT readers' comments section
which is used in this study) for social science research. Benefits for this type of research are: 1)
information can be observed from the perspective of a “virtual focus group” which excludes any
obtrusion from external investigators who may or may not influence the interchange of
ideas/information. 2) the data can be anonymous, responses in turn can be more genuine than
those who expose their identity; and 3) data is open to the public, there is added transparency
and gives the opportunity for other individuals interested in conducting their own research to
access the data. Limitations in using Internet forums for social science purposes are listed in the
following ways: 1) the anonymity of the Internet forums restricts generalizability; and
2) more participants who hide behind the veil of anonymity may result in making “more extreme
or offensive” comments than they would say or do in person (pg. 5). Furthermore, Seale and
colleagues (2010) identified supplemental limitations to this research, that inequalities in having
the internet along with researcher's inability to post follow-up questions of individuals who
participated in the Internet forum are two additional limitations to keep in mind.
To better gauge public opinion regarding the national uprising of the Abolish and
somewhat the Defund the police movement, comments in response to Kaba’s New York Times
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op-ed titled “Yes, We Literally Mean Abolish the Police” were analyzed via content analysis.
Content analysis is an observational approach that helps identify special messages that are
beneficial towards the research. While content analysis contains less experimental elements, the
use of this method reveals common trends within the dialogue. It also will describe attitudinal
responses to the communication and identify the intentions of the individual’s who share their
perspective.
In utilizing content analysis, the research project attempted to identify public opinion
regarding abolishing the police and bring forth recurring, sometimes overlapping themes and
beliefs of the hundreds of Americans who expressed their perspective within the response section
of the article. Perspectives vary across the board and responses vary in length and coherency all
however providing insight of public opinion regarding this provocative piece.
In total, there were 1,911 comments/replies published in response to Kaba’s op -ed.
Systematic sampling, was utilized to select comments/replies for analysis. Ultimately, every
third comment/reply was selected, transcribed, and analyzed. Comments that were not
coherent or unrelated to the op-ed were eliminated resulting in 450 responses. These 450
comments were analyzed to identify the main overarching themes people believe to be critical
to addressing this national conversation about policing and the abolish movement.
Results
In response to Kaba’s op-ed comments in the NYT, individuals voiced five perspectives
on the proposition of abolishing the police: 1) the police should be abolished; 2) instead of
abolishing, the police need to be reformed and reorganized; 3) Do not abolish as it will cause
more harm than good; and 4) Focusing upon other American social issues first; and 5) The
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abolish debates only adds to political polarization. Each of the five perspectives are reviewed
below and reader comments are used to support the analysis.
Perspective #1- Yes, abolish the police.
Numerous readers expressed mutual feelings about the abolish movement that Kaba laid
out in her article. For many within the movement, they believe that abolishing police
departments is desirable and attainable. These readers stressed the shortcomings of police reform
and that although defunding the police is a start, abolishment of police must take place to fix the
historical negatives of the police and to address the recent killings of individuals at the hands of
the police. One reader shared their remark on the long-term mission of the abolish movement,

“Abolish is the end goal, and a laudable goal it is. The goal of all civil society should be to be
peaceful and to have a minimalistic police force... Peace is the goal.” (Harlen Bayha- San Diego,
CA)
This reader, like others in the movement, express how abolishing the police would create
a more peaceful society that would rely not on a police agency to handle certain civil
disturbances but on other outlets to handle situations that arise without the possibility of lethal
force being exercised. Other readers wrote similarly that without police departments, tax paying
money that goes directly to the police personnel and activities will no longer be necessary. For
example, Steve Holman of Bainbridge, WA commented,

“The vast majority of what police do have nothing to do with catching the bad guy... All the
high-minded reforms have not worked. Period. Use the billions wasted on police to actually
help people.” The reader highlights in this comment a point Kaba alluded to in her article
where portions of the work police do like responding to noise complaints and issuing
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parking tickets or speeding violations are non-violent and non-criminal issues where police are
not necessarily needed.
Those in the movement believe that what we hear about police catching the robber or
serial killer is a “big myth” as Alex Vitale the coordinator of the Policing and Social Justice
project at Brooklyn College mentions that their shift does not consist of making the big arrest or
stopping the worst of the worst every day. The abolish movement feels that dispersing police
departments would save lives of potential victims to police mistreatment/brutality and save the
taxpayers thousands, using the remaining taxpayer's money towards communitybased intervention and “policing” of each other. Some responders were brutally honest in their
disdain for police citing how people who come into law enforcement are only in it for the power
they have over others.
“We, the people, after not meant to be guarded against. The author is indeed correct: the police
force attracts mediocre insecure bullies and trains them into brutes. We are much better off and
safer without them.” (Max Dupont NYC, NY)
Commentors within this movement as well as other individuals in the article
shared stories of their past experiences with police both good and bad. Of the comments that
were for abolishment, these responders took their frustration to the comments section excluding
the vulgar language as much as possible. “I have never been so afraid of other people as I have
been of the cops. They only serve and protect the rich and comfortable. Absolutely rid our
communities of this menace, now.” (Jerome S.- Connecticut)
As mentioned earlier, there are two distinctions of the abolish movement both radical and
liberal abolitionists. A large majority of what was seen in the comments coincided with liberal
forms of abolition although there were a select few who expressed more radicalized views of
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abolition. One reader shared his view that went as far as taking money back from the police
officers that would be ultimately out of a job if the movement were to have its way arguing,
“Confiscate their guns and give them out in the neighborhood. Take their pensions and give the
money to the poor. Let’s get them in the name of justice. Great idea. I am all for it.” (Robert
Black-Florida)
Individuals of the abolish movement in this article did not shy away from how they felt
about law enforcement in our nation. Their genuine mistrust, disapproval, and lack of respect for
police was felt in their writing. Although some of the comments of abolitionists lacked concrete
details of how they would approach life with no law enforcement only citing an ideal utopia
of what could possibly come, their heartfelt responses spearheaded the conversation
and provided honest feedback for analysis.

Perspective #2- Reform/Reorganize current mechanism of policing.
The defund the police movement is the main limb of the many branches of this tree.
Advocates for defunding the police were proponents of reform, reorganization,
reallocating rather than abolition. Comments in support of this movement outnumbered the
abolitionists. Individuals shared in the disapproval of recent police brutality incidents but did not
go to say police should disappear from our country's cities and communities. One responder
wrote a brief, but important message about how she is in support of the Defund movement
but cannot comprehend the abolish movement. “As a victim of domestic violence, who was
literally rescued by the police... We need the police. Not just "community care" workers. I'm
with BLM on reform but stop peddling this "abolish the police" garbage.” (Kathy K.- NJ)
People who were in support of defunding believed that through widespread national
reform that law enforcement and the constituents they serve and protect will feel safer and better
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able to form relationships with. Individuals seeking reformed used different verbs to describe
how our country should defund its police departments. Some individuals shared their skepticism
of complete abolition and provided some reforms the criminal justice system can do to improve
in the future:
“REFORM REDESIGN CHANGE the police. Open all misconduct hearings to the public, end
mass incarceration for petty offenses. I am with you BUT: No police? Love the idea of your
gentler society, but no evidence it will happen.”
“I want two things: the police to wear body cams all the time and police officers who commit
physical violence to be removed from contact with the public.” (Wally M.C.- Jacksonville, FL)
One branch of the defund movement calls for ridding PDs of paramilitary equipment and
vehicles through demilitarization. People in the movement believe that when officers are given
things that resemble what is given to our men and women in combat, that it sets an “Us vs.
Them mentality” that poses a divide between citizen and police. On top of that, this paramilitary
gear is not cheap. Individuals in this movement share how equipment and vehicles that are not
used for everyday police work are unnecessary to be purchased. Two people talked about this
specific aspect of defunding in the comments. Richard R. of Basalt, Colorado stated,
“Demilitarize the police: Limit funding for military gear to SWAT teams. Certificates of Merit,
promotions and bonuses for cops who demonstrate a record of de-escalation. Civilian
review board for every time a cop fires his gun.” John from New York City added, “Funding and
training should be more community service oriented, and the para-military styled training that so
dominates their curricula needs to be abolished. The police are not military, they are civil
servants.”
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As more and more police departments in the United States are being stripped of their
usual allowances after the demands of the defund movement were met, people in the comments
felt that through defunding there has been more progress now than ever before.
One individual stated, “The "Defund the Police" slogan and movement has accomplished more
in reducing police brutality in 2 weeks than any politician(s) has achieved in our lifetime.” (D.F.Cambridge, MA)
The Defund/Reform the police movement encompasses different avenues of addressing
the state of our nation’s law enforcement. For many, this movement felt more achievable than
abolition and was able to include more people that want to see change but also do not want our
nation to a complete 360 with no police.
A small group of responders believed that to rewrite the narrative of police in America,
we must “start from scratch” and create a new blueprint for what the term police means and how
the criminal justice system functions. The people who view traditional law enforcement as being
out of date provided reasons like the abolish movement discussing the racialized past of police
and additionally discussed how the same problems will emerge if policing is not rebuilt from
the core just as one person stated:
“Based on their behavior historically, it is obvious their job is dominate, subdue, and intimidate.
Not “maintain law and order”. So, burn it down and build something new. Let’s build an
institution that serves and protects communities.”
Solutions for a 21st century police agency included but were not limited to the removal of
police unions that are believed to give officers immunity for when they are found to have done
something wrong. Removing police unions came up numerous times throughout the comments
but was a staple for this perspective as one person shared,
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“Burn it down and raise from the ashes a system that serves and protects. Do not buy into the few
bad apple's fairy tale... Remove the unions and focus on serving and protection of us all.”
Another solution discussed the hiring/vetting of officers that are proportionate to the
makeup of this country. Two different respondents expressed this in the comments section:
“You must start all over again and build the kind of policing that we need and want from the new
beginning bottom up in Black Lives Matter 2020 America.”
“I would say it would be smart to dismantle and entirely reorganize the police or in the future,
you will have bigger problems especially as the demographics change and white people start
losing their majority.”
Overall, there was recognition of police as necessary for law and order but found it
imperative to start what would we the long, tedious process of dismantling and rebuilding police
departments across the states that could help solve the many issues policing contains.
Perspective #3- Do Not Abolish the Police. Abolishing the Police will cause more harm than
good.
Another large portion of the comments were made up by individuals who want to “Back
the Blue.” The people who do not want to see the police defunded and/or abolished felt that the
calls for such change was “radical” that if police are stripped of their funding and possibly their
career there would be no way to combat against criminals who could seize on more opportunities
to commit their crimes. Individuals who firmly believed that abolishing the police would cause
more harm than good shared why having police is crucial for a civilized society. One person
used the example of this summer’s riots to describe life with no cops:
“Police presence acts as a deterrent. If the worst elements of our society believe they may safely
do what they want, then they do what they want. We saw this dynamic when civic unrest was
accompanied by widespread looting.”
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Some of those who responded in this way stressed how having a formal police
department is a necessary evil to ensure order, so people are not negatively affected by those
who commit crimes. For example, one person commented that “The idea of having fewer police
officers in a community is a thought to bring chaos everywhere...It is time for all of us to realize
that we need the police presence because it reassures us of safety.” Others shared his/her view
remarking, “If there was no need for law enforcement, we would have no need for police. But as
long as we have a need for law enforcement - we need police.”
A few of the people even mentioned giving more funding to the police rather than defund
so law enforcement can become better at responding to whatever their job throws their way. One
person talks about refunding the police by citing how Camden, NJ handled their response to
higher crime rates and having an overall better department. “Re-funding police would dismantle
the existing system in order to build a new one, as Camden did. Of course, we need more money
for positive community building and social welfare. But it isn't either/or. We need both/and.”
It was interesting to see how this commentor took what is alluded to by both the abolish
and defund movements to support and make their cases as an example of how police should stay
and be given additional funding.
One person even drew comparisons to how doctors occasionally are guilty of
mismanagement and malpractice to when police officers are responsible for misconduct stating,
“We don’t abolish hospitals even though hundreds, if not thousands, die at the hands of doctors
exhibiting malpractice every year... We aim to make them better.”
As with any social forum where people can speak their mind, there are some that, as
people in support of the abolish movement had done, use their comment(s) to be blunt on how
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they feel about an issue. Of the comments these two cynically show their disapproval of the
Abolish and Defund movements noting
“If the police were abolished, people would arm themselves to the teeth and we would revert to
the Wild West days once again. No, thanks.”
“People like me who want to abolish prisons and police, however, have a vision of a different
society, built on cooperation instead of individualism, on mutual aid instead of self-preservation.
Thank you for supporting the NRA.”
Of those who wrote in support of police, there was a consensus that abolishing police is
not going to happen in their opinion and would be terrible for the country if it were to take
place. Just as the Black Lives Matter movement that includes both people who want to abolish
and defund came about, it is important to mention the individuals who “Back the Blue”
have taken measures to make sure their voices are heard.
Perspective #4- Focusing upon other American social issues first will trickle down into
better police-community relations.
There were individuals in the comment section who thought that police
misconduct/brutality was a social problem, however many of them thought that other social
issues must be addressed first that can produce a potential social/cultural reformation that can cut
down on the inequities between Americans. Although there was a variety of different social
issues people believed to be of primary concern, a few social problems continued to pop up. One
person described how the income gap was of greatest importance to address:
“We can change police tactics and culture! But what really needs to change is income
distribution. In the United States the richest 5% have more wealth than the rest of us combined.
Thats a problem.”
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Others believed that the media is to blame for controlling what most Americans believe
to be a social problem noting,
“The government and media have sown irrational fear of crime when in fact the streets have
never been safer. Meanwhile, the real existential problems - overpopulation, runaway wealth
concentration, climate change, disease control - go unaddressed.”
Another main reoccurring social problem that emerged in the comments was the topic of
gun control and the discussion of how many guns people own and the accessibility to
them. Along with that is the unfortunate truth that some humans will at one time or another resort
to violence as this respondent shared:
“Unfortunately, America can’t get over its addiction to violence. It’s ingrained in our culture. We
have enough guns in private hands to provide weapons for huge armies.”
Some individuals believed just as the abolish movement highlighted that it is the racial
past that still looms over our nation’s police force and how racism in the U.S. is still present. One
person mentions this and poses psychological exams for those who are thinking about going into
law enforcement.
“The root of the systemic problem lies in their predisposed racist upbringings. A complete
reorganization of hiring practices, including very in-depth psychological examinations, needs to
be put in place.”
The final reoccurring social issues that came up were about the neighborhood gap and
education gap we are faced with that disproportionately affects black and brown individuals. For
some of those who responded, they believe that if steps to help give equitable places of education
and better places to live, work, and grow that it will eventually lead to long term progress and
change. One person claims that if this can be achieved there will be less need for police.
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“Eradication of inequality and injustice, which are woven into the socioeconomic fabric, by
making housing, education and economic prosperity attainable for all will surely be more
effective then pouring money in repression of unwanted behavior of those disenfranchised
individuals.”
Although not all people from this perspective were proponents of either the abolish or
defund movements, they demonstrated that lawmakers and people in public office are
not immune to blame for why police are sometimes forced to arrest for certain
crimes. However, people shared which social issues they suspected to be helpful in
reducing crime and police intervention with the public. Not all the country’s social problems
were mentioned in the comments but of those that were transcribed, it poses as a realistic and
manageable approach in generation of ideas and solutions to multiple aspects of American life.
Perspective #5- Abolish terminology and movement is unnecessary political polarization
and thus can be counterproductive to police reform.
An intriguing perspective arose a numerous number of times in the comments
that had some individuals provide no opinion on what they feel should be done about the
police or express how they believe reform must be begin but posting a piece as Mariame
Kaba did with the title of “Yes, We Literally mean Abolish the Police” and advocating for
aboliton causes intentional division during a time where unity is required to partake in
comprehensive police reform. Kaba had wrote this op-ed back in June of 2020, months before
the November 3rd election that proved to be one of the most contentious and monumental
elections in recent history. Many of those who commented disapproved of Kaba’s calls for
abolishing the police for the sole reason that it would fall right into the hands of Former
President Donald Trump and the Republican party as fuel to further push the narrative that the
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left does not wish for there to be “law and order.” One person put the abolish movement in this
way:
“Allow me to translate this for everyone: “Trump 2020” That’s what “abolish the police”
translates to in concrete terms. Every presidential election year, liberals come up with some new
and interesting way to drive conservatives to the polls.”
Another person found that just as calls for the removal of ICE were insinuated with the
crisis at our southern border so too is the calls to abolish and defund the police in the wake of
George Floyd’s death.
“Abolish ICE was just the opening wedge issue leading up to the current insane agenda to defund
the police. That’s going to be one hard sell to voters this autumn.”
Many others compared Kaba’s op-ed to the op-ed that Senator Tom Cotton of Arkansas
composed in the New York Times around the same time of national protests and upheaval titled
“Tom Cotton: Send in the Troops.” One person described how the two op-eds compared in the
divisiveness they perpetuated claiming,
“If NYT publishes extreme rubbish like this it will clearly help Trump’s re-election. The editor
of the op-Ed section should be pushed to resign, the same that happened in the case of the
publication of Senator Cotton the other week.”
Some of those who commented announced that they were liberal and/or a person who
leans Democrat but did not agree with abolishing the police. Just as was mentioned before, the
defining factor for objection to Kaba’s article was that it would help Trump and hurt election
hopes as another person put it.
“The police are valued and needed. Stop this abolish the cops nonsense and help get Trump out
of office. That’s how change will happen.”
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As the use of particular words and phrases was important for those who identified
themselves as supporters of the abolish and defund movements, it proved to be important for
some in this perspective. Some called for Kaba to retitle the op-ed so that it would not turn
potential readers away from even glancing at the article.
“Please rephrase these initiatives to focus on their positive aspect - "Repurpose the police," or
"Make police unnecessary.” Calls to "defund" & "abolish" the police are in fact a wonderful gift
to right wing conservatives.”
The perspective that the op-ed was divisive and generated negative attitudes towards the
entire Democrat party showed how some people were truly dedicated to stepping up and realized
that to take on an enormous task as this, it must include everyone. Throughout reading the
comments of those who have this perspective, there was an implied fear that nothing will be
done for those who had passed away because of police, justice for the Floyd family and families
in the future. Some wrote about it in the comments other did not that people will tune out of the
discussion if extreme measures are pushed to forefront of media attention. A countless number of
Americans have proved that they want to see change, but those who view articles like this as
divisive believe people will become disinterested quickly and that any possible reform
would end up never happening.
Discussion
The content analysis of these comments showed there were fewer people in favor of
police abolition than those who opposed it. For the small portion of those who favored abolishing
the police, more commentors expressed liberal forms of abolition with only a few people having
more radical abolitionist views towards policing. Of those who did not support abolishment, a
greater number of respondents felt that some type of police reform would be necessary to address
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this social issue compared to those who felt that policing should remain the same. The comments
expressed and analyzed here seem to align with recent survey and polling data. A Gallup Poll
conducted in June-July of 2020 found that only 15% of Americans supported getting rid of the
police (Guarino 2020). This poll coincides with public opinion in the NYT comments section as
more people opposed abolition and favored other alternatives. The analysis conducted here and
results from national polling, suggest while people desire change in policing, at this point the
majority are not ready to support abolishment. Those seeking change to police departments in
how they are currently constructed might consider a few different options.
One compromise to address public safety concerns in our nation’s communities is an
appeal for a different kind of policing using crime reduction strategies. In many urban
communities, over-aggressive police behaviors are exhibited towards individuals that directly
affect many black and brown neighborhoods and perpetuates the inequalities in our criminal
justice system. On the other hand, the effects of under-policing and slow response times to calls
for help in these communities leave residents feeling underappreciated and unsafe. Dr. Rod
Brunson, a policing scholar, wrote in the Washington Post that people are increasingly
emphasizing that they want to see a different kind of policing that is less authoritarian and more
compassionate. Brunson goes onto say, “They want officers to be solicitous and kind, and not to
open otherwise mundane encounters with inflammatory profanity and aggression” (Brunson,
2020). In addition to changing police behavior in the communities they serve, there are
deterrence strategies that with cooperation of all parties, can be a fair and effective compromise.
Brunson mentions the 1990s Boston Operation Ceasefire Program that holds violent offenders
accountable for crimes while extending a helping hand through a variety of social services to
those who wish to leave the life of crime behind them. The Operation Ceasefire Program was
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responsible for a 2/3 drop in Boston’s youth homicides and has been implemented in other ways
across the states. This deterrence approach that is focused on identifying and helping high-risk
individuals for intervention puts itself above other crime reduction strategies such as broken
windows policy and stop and frisk. This, in addition to better police-community relations does
not take fewer officers off the street but offers a different way of enforcing the law.
Another approach of redefining policing has to do with what police officers are
responsible in responding to. Many police officers possess the most basic form of training when
it comes to mental crisis intervention, substance abuse, homelessness etc. yet are frequently
called out to respond to such matters. When the opportunity arises for more substantial
intervention, officers are the first one to respond and assess the situation and, in some cases,
unfortunately, an officer resorts to force. Being said, the use of crisis responders and/or corespondents has proved to be a laudable approach in avoiding unnecessary use of force by police.
Specialized Crisis Intervention Teams that are compromised of specially trained officers and
mental health professionals collaborate to “address and de-escalate high stress mental health
situations, while having the range of skills required to handle possibly dangerous developments
(Butler & Sheriff, 2020). Some places in the United States have begun to embrace this strategy to
handle situations without law enforcement, as in Eugene, OR where Eugene’s CAHOOTs (Crisis
Assistance Helping Out on the Streets) program responds to non-violent, behavioral health
focused calls without any officers. It was reported in 2019, “of the 24,000 CAHOOTS calls,
police backup was requested only 150 times” (Butler & Sheriff, 2020). This slim margin of how
many calls ended up needing the police’s assistance shows how with the help of community
partners and specified intervention, the scope and scale of policing can be redefined. Embracing
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innovative strategies to crime-reduction, deterrence, and targeted police intervention can all be
pieces worth building upon to create a better and different police force.
Limitations
This investigation, which assessed almost 500 comments of Kaba’s NYT piece on the
abolishment of the police, contains several limitations. The first limitation is those who are
subscribed and read the New York Times are known to have more education and
economic wealth than the overall population. To that point, women also are less likely to post a
response on the NYT. Secondly, because of the use of only data apparent in the comment section
of this article, follow-up interviews to receive more pertinent information was unable to be
obtained. Lastly, since not all readers shared demographic information, responses cannot be
generalized to any population. This final point is critically important as there are divisions along
racial as well as political lines regarding the legitimacy and role of the police in the U.S.
Recommendations for the future
As our nation tries to grapple with addressing the scope and scale of policing, COVID-19
has left our country and the rest of the world with detrimental effects. Of the multitude of
negative consequences brought about by the pandemic, one of them that pertains to the
discussion on improving our police departments is the state and local budget shortfalls as tax
revenue has decreased with millions of Americans still to this day left without jobs. As states
were looking forward to continued improvement in revenue since the Great Recession of 2008,
the pandemic drastically altered the course as lockdowns and restrictions on venues impacted the
economy. To make ends meet, state and local governments last year rolled out measures to
balance budgets, largely resulting in spending cuts. In the second quarter of 2020, spending fell
by 6% on an annual basis which is the largest drop since 1952 (Siripurapu & Masters, 2021)

Breaking up or Backing the blue 26

with an additional 4% drop in the third quarter. The depressed tax revenues for states took
its toll on schools, infrastructure projects and to police and fire departments which can lead
to more negative, long term issues in our society. As money from the federal government
has been administered giving much needed temporary relief, state and local governments
must continue to place funds to essential agencies to reduce the potential long term
problems individuals may be forced to handle.
While individuals may be opposed to abolishing police departments in their region,
some cities/municipalities might reduce and/or consolidate their police departments due to
budget restrictions and growing outcry for pertinent change to policing. Research conducted
by (Lockwood & Wyant, 2013) mentioned due to economic difficulties, other nations have
posed serious consideration to cost-effective consolidation of their law enforcement
agencies. The research concluded that consolidated law enforcement agencies can be more
cost effective than local police departments, which may further serve to ease resident concerns
over having to share police services with neighboring municipalities (Lockwood & Wyant, 2013,
p.470-471). An approach such as this that factors in budget constraints, maintaining/reducing
levels of criminal activity, and answering calls for reform of policing could become a
potential source of common ground for political officials and the public.
Nevertheless, future work should evaluate how changes in police levels has an
impact on crime levels and overall satisfaction with the police. When observing data
regarding the degree police levels impact crime, the data that emerges produces two opposing,
yet distinct perceptions of the relationship between levels of police and crime. The two
perceptions of this relationship are used in arguments of those who think police should or should
not be abolished. Politico analysis of city finance data showed that police departments have
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grown substantially since President Clinton signed the 1994 “Crime Bill” (Thomas & Jin, 2020)
and with the 2009 Recovery Act under President Obama each additional officer added prevented
4 violent crimes and 15 property crimes on average (Klick & MacDonald, 2020).
While there is a portion of the country that wants abolishment or defunding of police,
implementing a strategy such as this may run into opposition due to the increase of
homicides last year. A report released by the National Commission on COVID-19 and
Criminal Justice found that homicides rose in 29 of 34 U.S. cities studied (Alas, 2021). The
report also details how along with homicides, aggravated assaults/gun assault, domestic
violence, and property and drug crimes, apart from motor vehicle theft, also increased in
2020 (Rosenfield et. al. 2021, p.3). The public has also shown that they perceive crime to be
going up nationally, but not locally (Gremlich, 2020) which has caused many to insist “law
and order”. If in fact crime is increasing, politicians as well as the public may be hesitant to
support policies, they feel might negatively impact efforts to reduce crime. The National
Commission on COVID-19 and Criminal Justice suggested that reliance upon strategies
available now to reduce violent crime rates will help law enforcement address this issue
while politicians simultaneously aim to work on the pandemic, police legitimacy, and rates
of violent crime (Rosenfield et. al. 2021, p.23). Collectively based and focused efforts by
law enforcement and community-based workers can flip the script to curb upward trends of
violent crime during the pandemic as well as improve police relations with the constituents
they serve.
Conclusion
President Abraham Lincoln in his speech to the Illinois Republican State Convention
on June 16th, 1858 infamously stated, “A house divided against itself cannot stand.” This
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provocative piece Marime Kaba constructed offered a platform to discuss the merits and
skepticisms of the police abolition movement. Although public opinion did not portray
unanimous support for abolishment, the results however showed a consistent appeal to
better policing that values empathy and humanity. Regardless of perception on the
movements, Americans have urged its nations law enforcement to live up to a higher
standard. The values of empathy and humanity can be the keystone towards achieving
comprehensive legislative action that can be used to reinforce what it means for Police in
America to Protect and Serve.
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